

April 20, 1978 

Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your letters of 4/5, 4/11, and 4/17. I really have been 
lax in replying, but things are starting to settle down a bit out here. 

Enclosed: pp. 12-20 idcxy of my notes on Epstein (plus the NYT clip 
discussed on p. 20 as #40 - very interesting), and 5 pages of clippings, 
as requested in your 4/11. 

I found it quite interesting that Epstein indicated that Angleton was 
trying to get his ’mole* story out through the Senate Committee on Intelligence. 

In light of the rumors that they have had a continuing low-level interest in 
the JFK case, I certainly hope they are not getting their information from 
Angleton and Epstein! 

You asked about the AIB operation in Washington: as I understand it, 
several people have left k Washington for a while, and those who are left 
would like to get back to the FBI files but are not doing so at the moment. 

I have sent you all the documents they have sent me (l.e., lists of all of 
them) , 0K{9KK except for a collection of 1967 documents from the second kxx 
release which I was asked not to distribute until they had a chance to think 
about possible uses. I will let xk you know about any further documents they 
send me, but I'm not encouraging them to spend too much of their limited 
resources just g±H going through these releases, now that the press interest 
has died down. 

My own intention is to try to find out if any S.F. library is getting the 
microfiche edition, and then take a look at the documents myself. However, 

I am giving higher priority to the "last” CIA release, which I think I have 
told you about; it is due out any time now. (It should include such gixHf goodies 
as the CIA xK|ra response to the long memo I sent the Rockefeller Commission.) 

Also, I expect that some pre-assassination field office files will be out skkhh 
soon. The FBI just sent me (a couple of weeks ago) the results of their 
review of the WFO and NY pre-assassination files; there x were only a few pages 
I hadrft seen before, and they didn't seem at all interesting. But, from the 
covering memos, it appears that NO and Dallas were asked to submit the pre- 
ass 'n files for review last October. (Incidentally, this suggests that none of 
the investigating xbh committees went after the field office files!) 

I would certainly like to get anything interesting you come up with in 
the post-assassination field office files, or elsewhere, for that matter. Offhand, 

I don't think it would be worth the effort and money for you to send me everything 
gx you get, but (for example) anything you copy for someone else would probably 
be of Interest to me. Keep in mind that I can make copies for about 3.5c, which 
means that it might be convenient for you to send me things if you need extra copies 
for other people; I could copy and forward stuff, or return it to you, making a 
copy for myself. I'm flexible; I would like to see what you find interesting 
but will probably have my hands full screening the CIA file, etc. 

You asked about my access to DC x papers: the AIB hasn't been sending me 
clippings lately. I vonidi would appreicate anything interesting you find in the 
: Star. The Post gets to a convenient library about 5 days late, but I've been too 

I busy to read it lately, so the best arrangement would be for you to mention and 

xxxt cite articles of interest, tl. (I'll look for Szulc on Shevchenko.) 

By the way, Epstein has been surprisingly un-hostile to some of the critics 
who have talked to him (Peter Scott, Dave Williams). I maidikx wouldn't rule out 
asking him some of your questions about his EfflCT FOIA access. (Dave Williams 
indicated that Epstein freely admitted to piggybacking on other people's requests.) 








